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DETAILED ACTION 

Information Disclosure Statement 

1. The submission of the foreign references not considered in 
the information disclosure statement filed 23 January 2004 fails 
to comply with 37 CFR 1.98(a) (3) because they do not include a 
concise explanation of the relevance, as it is presently 
understood by the individual designated in 37 CFR 1.56(c) most 
knowledgeable about the content of the information, of each 
patent listed that is not in the English language. The 
references have been placed in the application file, but the 
information referred to therein has not been considered. 

Applicant is advised that the date of any re-submission of any 
item of information contained in this information disclosure 
statement or the submission of any missing element (s) will be 
the date of submission for purposes of determining compliance 
with the requirements based on the time of filing the statement, 
including all certification requirements for statements under 37 
CFR 1.97(e). See MPEP § 609 SI C(l). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 


U.S.C. 112: 
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The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly 
pointing out and distinctly claiming the subject matter which the applicant 
regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 3 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point 
out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

In claim 3, last line, "said top surface" lacks a proper 
antecedent basis. 

In claim 19, "said extension portion" lacks a proper 
antecedent basis. 


Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 and 103 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs 
of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under 
this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or 
a foreign country or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one 
year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C, 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
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art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. This application currently names joint inventors. In 
considering patentability of the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), 
the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered 
therein were made absent any evidence to the contrary. 

Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to 
point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that 
was not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in 
order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 
U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior 

art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

7. Claims 1-3, 6, 7, 9, 13, 16, 20 and 22 are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent Number 
5,470,057 (Bedford, Jr., hereinafter Buford). 

Regarding claims 1, 2, 6, 7, 16, Figures 1 and 3 of Bedford 
show ramps 22a, 22b inherently capable of being placed adjacent 
to a game table net. 

Regarding claims 3, 13, 20 and 22, Figure 3 further shows 
support element 18a, 18b. 

Regarding claim 9, tabs 20a, 20b are broadly considered to 


be hooks . 
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8. Claims 10-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bodford as applied above. 

Regarding claim 10, it would have been an obvious matter of 
design choice to make the Bodford ramps separable, since such a 
modification would have involved a mere separation of elements. 

To make an element separable is generally recognized as being 
within the level of ordinary skill in the art. 

Regarding claims 11 and 12, to join the elements together 
using well-known connecting expedients would be similarly 
obvious to one of ordinary skill. 

Double Patenting 

9. Applicant is advised that should claim 6 be found 
allowable, claim 16 will be objected to under 37 CFR 1.75 as 
being a substantial duplicate thereof. When two claims in an 
application are duplicates or else are so close in content that 
they both cover the same thing, despite a slight difference in 
wording, it is proper after allowing one claim to object to the 
other as being a substantial duplicate of the allowed claim. 


See MPEP § 706 . 03 (k) . 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

10. Claims 4, 5, 8, 14, 15, 17, 18 and 21 are objected to as 
being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be 
allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

11. Claim 19 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the 
rejection (s) under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, set forth in 
this Office action and to include all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 


Conclusion 

12. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is 
considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 


13. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Raleigh 
Chiu whose telephone number is (703) 308-2247. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Monday - Thursday . 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Greg Vidovich, can be 
reached on (703) 308-1513. 

The fax number for the organization where this application 
or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status 
of this application or proceeding should be directed to the 
receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-1148. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system. 
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see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . 



Primary Examiner 
Technology Center 3700 


RWC : dei : f eif 
22 July 2004 



